Context and Development-developmental, cross-cultural, family, and educational psychologists-present a collection of ways that the problem of context and development is pursued in different areas of psychology.
T
his edited volume aims to advance understanding of how development occurs as a function of the contexts of children's lives. It reflects an increasing interest throughout psychology in exploring how to go beyond focusing exclusively on individuals as the topic of analysis. The issue is a classic one in the field: how to conceptualize the relation between people and the environment. Few would disagree with the premise that the context matters. The question is one of how to conceptualize its relationship with the individual. The authors of Context and Development-developmental, cross-cultural, family, and educational psychologists-present a collection of ways that the problem of context and development is pursued in different areas of psychology.
The relation between individual and context has been handled prototypically by conceiving of the person and the environment as independent entities, with one acting on the other, or with bidirectional influence. An alternative that has been less easily assimilated in psychology-proposed by scholars such as Dewey and Bentley,; Pepper, Piaget, Gibson, Vygotsky, Leont'ev, Angyal, and Kantor-is that the individual and the environment are inseparable. Rogoff (1982) contrasted the interactional approach (in which person and context are independently defined and the aim is to examine their interaction) and the contextual event approach (in which it is assumed that individuals and contexts are mutually defining, as people participate in contextual events that they both constitute and are constituted by).
In the introductory chapter of this volume, Cohen and Siegel call for the contextual event approach:
Context is a melding of person and environ- Cohen and Siegel's proposal is extended by an extremely thoughtful Chapter 2 by Houts, which provides an account of world hypotheses and root metaphors, building on Pepper's approach. Houts discusses strong and weak forms of contextualism and discusses methodological choices that would follow from each. As Houts points out, often the methodological and theoretical approaches espoused by authors (including many in this volume) contradict each other. The methods applied sometimes are less contextual than t#ie conceptualization offered.
The remainder of the book involves a mix of approaches to considering contextual issues. Although many of the chapters are interesting in their own right, the stance that they take with regard to how ' to conceptualize contextual issues is often implicit rather than discussed as a focus of the chapters. However, through noting how contextual matters are treated empirically or by reference to other work, we infer that a good number of the chapters fit the interactional model. They treat context as an outside influence on individuals, each defined independently of the other. At times, the chapters treat context as an influence on individuals; at other times, they examine bidirectional approaches. However, even very complex systems approaches to bidirectional approaches do not become contextual in the way called for in Cohen and Siegel's and Hout's chapters. They portray a dualistic view, with context as a separate element from the organism, constantly involved in dynamic interaction with the organism. Context is described as a stable setting that could be represented in experimental research as additional variables or as a set of stable behavioral scripts.
This dualistic approach calls for a fuller (or exhaustive) description of contextual settings and for developing complex dynamic models for studying the interaction between context and development. Such recommendations were summarized by Ierner and Tubman:
We need more studies considering in an integrated, synthetic, or fused, fashion: (a) organismic, individual-difference variables, such as physical attractiveness, puberty, and temperament; (b) sociocultural contexts; and (c) the more proximal familial, school, and peer contexts. Finally, such research must be ' longitudinal, multilevel, and hence multivariate in nature. With such research we will be able to gain insight about the bidirectional relations between individuals' development and the significant contexts of their lives. (p.
204) 4
The dualistic interactional approach allows researchers to appreciate the guiding power of contexts; however, it limits the dynamic character of context to the interaction between relatively stable separated parts involving context or setting and individual variables. Some authors in Context and Deoeloptnent work with the integrated approach, which treats context and organism as inseparable. In this view, context is not just settings; it is actively constructed by people and guides their behavior. An example is Minuchin's chapter, which argues that in order to study the family context it is necessary to studies families in transition to be able to see how context develops. Siegel and Cohen describe the inseparable relationship of context and people in their conclusion to the volume, provocatively titled "Why a House is Not a Home": 
